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(A) Context 

For EU fish stocks, the main management measure is an annual total allowable catch 
(TAC) which is set in order to limit the amount of fish caught from that stock in a given 
year. For many of these stocks, the annual TACs results from a political negotiation so 
that the final TAC is typically a compromise between the level advised by scientists for 
stock conservation, and the higher level desired by fishing interests. Basing TACs on 
short-term considerations in this way can lead to large year-to-year fluctuations in TACs, 
and delays in acheiving sustainability leading to an overall loss of yield and income. 
Long-term management plans have shown to be very valuable for the sustainable 
management of fishery resources. By establishing rules for the annual setting of the TAC 
and associated measures as needed for the management of a fishery with regard to a 
specified target, they provide stability and predictability while ensuring that fish stocks 
are exploited within the agreed limits. 

(B) Overall assessment 

The report requires further work on several aspects. First, the report should 
further clarify the policy context and strengthen the problem defînition, by 
providing more evidence on the functioning and results of the current management 
plans, and by showing concretely how stakeholders, including SME's and micros, 
are affected. It should improve further the baseline scenario, for instance by looking 
further at how the economic and employment situation for the industry would 
evolve. Second, the report should further clarify the content of the options, by 
describing more concretely the available policy choices and parameters like fishing 
mortality up-front. Finally, it should strengthen the analysis of impacts, including 
an extended assessment of the impacts on SME's and micro businesses, and by 
explicitly examining the effects on competitiveness and growth. Administrative costs 
aspects for the Member States and compliance costs for the stakeholders should be 
assessed and quantified. 
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(C) Main recommendations for improvements 

(1) Clarify the policy context, strengthen the problem definition and strengthen the 
baseline scenario. The report should provide further concrete information on the 
functioning and results of the current management plan for cod, herring and sprat stocks, 
including the effective use of available evaluation results, and an analysis of the 
commitment to reach Maximum Sustainable Yield (MSY) by 2015. The report should 
then substantiate in more detail how different stakeholders are affected and should 
indicate to what extent SME's and micro entities are affected, including a better 
explanation of the underlying data and scientific results and studies. The report should 
further improve the baseline scenario, by providing a more thorough analysis of the 
economic, social and environmental problem consequences, for instance by looking 
further at how the economic and employment situation for the affected industry would 
evolve. 

(2) Clarify the content of the options. The report should further clarify the content of 
the options by explaining the available policy choices and parameters (e.g. fishing 
mortality, MSY) in more detail up-front, and by showing to which extent further 
scientific work and consultation would be required for options 2 and 3, paying particular 
attention on the effects on SME's and micro entities. 

(3) Better assess and compare options. The report should strengthen the impact 
analysis by providing more concrete references to the underlying methodologies and 
studies supporting the analysis, including more detailed explanations thereof, and by 
thoroughly analysing the effects on competitiveness and growth. If possible, it should 
clearly present the short and long-term impacts and their expected magnitudes for the 
different options, with a particular focus on SME's and micro enterprises, while justifying 
any lack of quantitative data. The report should also assess and quantify administrative 
costs aspects for the Member States and compliance costs for the stakeholders. Finally 
the options should be compared more explicitly in terms of effectiveness, efficiency and 
coherence, including a comprehensive summary table. 

Some more technical comments have been transmitted directly to the author DG and are expected to be 
incorporated in the final version of the impact assessment report 

(D) Procedure and presentation 

The report should streamline the technical language to make it more accessible for the 
non-expert reader (e.g. avoiding abbreviations like MS for Member States). The 
executive summary should be considerably extended and should mirror the structure of 
the main impact assessment report in line with the requirements of the Impact 
Assessment guidelines. 

(E) IAB scrutiny process 

Reference number 2009/MARE/010 

External expertise used No 

Date of IAB meeting Written procedure. 
An earlier version of this report was submitted to the IAB in 
May 2012, for which the Board has issued an opinion on 8 
June 2012. 
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